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honourably fiilfilled-her part. One of the reasons

tauntingply liasiçned bythe Chancellor of thé Exche-
quep to him (Mr. Halihurtou) the other eyening^, for

not considering* the interest of the <^lonieS| in the

commercial trèaty with France, was, that the colo-

nîsts had impofied taxes .upon* the introduction of

English manufactures into theif country.

Now he dfd not stand there to apologise for this,

to those wh0 had no right to call them to account

If they hàd thought proper to do so, it mùst be re-

colljBcted that they had a perfect right to impose

what taxes they plerfsed. The theory of Govemmeot
under which they lived was, that for ail internai mat-

tersthey wè^e suprême;; but that ail extiernal matters

were within the jurisdicl^n of the parent state. If
the Chancelier of the Exchequer had known any
thing about the colonies,.he would hâve known that

both there and in the United States there was a

great répugnance to direct taxation. Both countries

relied on the imposition of indirect taxes, a^cl he

recollected, that when he was » memiber of the

Législature ofNova Scôtia, the people weré unwilling
to submit to be taxed, even for the support of common
schools, notwithstandmg theirgreat desîre to exteud

the benefit of éducation to the entire population. Nor
must i« be forgotteny that if there were high imposts

iû the shapë of customs dues, they païd those dues
themselves, and they submitted tô them most wil-

lingly, bécause a large revenue was necessary for

j^^^^^P'^g» V '"^^"^ Q^ <^Pft^ and railways, thp)
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.resoupces of the country^ They were imposed, not

u'I^iiia jSf thâi'i^ I


